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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an initial filing of 10/31/2003, which has been placed in the 
file of record. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 3, 7, 8, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
PoUak et al. (US 2002/0089448 Al). Poliak teaches a transponder system having all of the 
elements and means as recited in claims 16 and 17. 

Re claim 1, 8, 16: Study entire document: See paragraphs [0013] to [0020], especially 
[0016]. A passive system sends out a response in the form of an ID upon interrogation (see 
[0038]). If the magnitude of the signal exceeds a certain threshold, the system moves into an 
active mode. The passive response system can be considered to be a detector-transmitter 
combination. 

Re claim 17: Once in active mode [0053], a memory is activated and written to. 
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Re claim 3: See [0010]: detector module is responsive to the output voltage. Note that 
amplitude of the signal is used: this implies rectifying. 
Re claim 7: The passive system of Poliak et al. is necessarily inductive. 

Claims 9-14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Tumer et 
al. (US 5,305,008). Tumer teaches a transponder having all of the elements and means as recited 
in claims 9-14 and 18. For example, Tumer teaches the following: 

Re claims 9, 18: Tumer teaches (column 3, line 60 to column 4, line 30) an interrogator 
system which interrogates indentification tags via radio. Tumer makes it clear that in at least one 
mode of operation (column 14, line 58 to column 15, line 8) that if an object is sensed, i.e. 
identified, power on the interrogator can be increased: "when it is sensed, possiblv during the 
low power period, that an object may be moving quickly through the field of the interrogator, the 
intervals between high-power periods may temporarily shortened to present to such rapidly 
moving object several high power periods." The purpose is to expose the transponder to high 
power at a time that overlaps with a time that the transponder is nearby. Note that the label 
(column 6, line 43) has a code generator 8 which gives an ID in response to interrogation. 

Re claim 10: All of the claimed components are listed: see column 12, lines 40-52. 

Re claims 1 1 and 12: As discussed, the label has a code generator. In a radio-frequency 
ID system, the entire purpose of this code is that it be conveyed to the interrogator; hence the 
interrogator will have a detecting means for this code that comes back as a response. 
This detecting means can be called either an identifier module or a correlator. 

Re claim 13: See column 7, line 24: Inductive' coupling is employed. 
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Re claim 14: See claim 9, above. Note that an identifier module is a part of just about 
any reader, including the present one (see claims 1 1 and 12 above); a resonant circuit (antenna) 
is needed for all interrogators (see also column 12, lines 40-52). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for estabUshing a backgroimd for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 2, 4, 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Poliak et al 

I 

Re claims 2, 4, 5: It is clear in Poliak et al. ([0053]) that memory becomes activated 

I 

when an operating mode is entered, when the output si^al is high enough. Whether the memory 

I 

is connected directly or indirectly (i.e. via a processor) it is coimected somehow, in order to be 

4 

written to. 
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Re claim 6: An identifier which is returned can be considered pseudorandom; 
pseudorandom is a very broad term that encompasses many digital sequences. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 15 is allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: A 
transponder system having all of the limitations of claim 15 was not found in the prior art of 
record. Also, since the system involves components which operate together in a coordinated 
way, combinations would tend to involve impermissible hindsight. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel A Hess whose telephone number is (571) 272-2392. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G Lee can be reached on (571) 272-2398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more infomiation about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




